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Cl) 10 SlfcISTd SRcM 3d ftMT RTTdT t I 

(ii) 3T?fr ^ tjyil'cb'H £ fcPI HWId 3d 3^*lk*l dff f^MT dial t I 

(fti) cTWTfi? IWR A W'WlfcJcl WfcT 3Tf£f35 mf ^ I 

TO, cFRP TB A "f^p^ fccRft" A yEdlfYd A\ ^§d 3?f£pp t I ^>, 

SRdlf^d t 3?R IRFfcET cR&IR dfl &, cl«r 10 ^ 5 d^ (3ffc 3 d£t) 

<FT 3RdT, f^tWT 5PTR 3 SRdlRld ^ ^5^1 A ddfcd #TT I 

"^rf^j t^ppm A *fts-dr§ wA\ yrnrofta t, era t??R ftsifci 

cFRTTft 3jfa 3TM cFRdTFT ^ ^Td ^FRdT dTTO?ld @Y J ll #? d^'HR 
WR cDTT^ | vd'ci Igr^fTTTTaY, TTdd ^£1 T?T^R *Hd ^ d'ld'l 3?R dSIT d1<f> ^ 
P l ch ' d ~ d<Yf TORdT# $ fM TOdcR dT 3ft? dPT 3raf$T dSIT 3IM cIWTT^i 

^ f^P? TOT TO ^ TIM 3TcTf^r' IftdfRd TOlft TO fftdR TOT d<Pdl % I 

dft dtvJHR 3PFIT TOdTcT sp: ftdR TO?dT ^HTT I 

TOT sftxl, d? yjPlftxTd TOpY ^ feP? fft TOId d>T vJ'il^f MTTOTdd TTGRTf 3ITd dft olfd 
d t, 3TP5T TO TO TJd 5 TOtlfad efTOdT? TOTP? TOTTft d> PEdld TO 3 IciRh MTOSIT 
-$> TPI A cjppTTTO f^MT TOdT % I 3TM STTOt ft 3R d? 6cT fftd ftf 30ft fftd dd 
10 ftft 3MdT 3PFMt ftd dfft 3?T3TR^T dfftfftd 3ft? TOp£ TOdTd ^jftT to to 
yfrr dtaftT yfciRd #nr i 

2. d^JdR, Tpr^WtcY ^ FPRW ?JedY TP%aP A fcI\ T ^ H?flftld RdFl ^uJT 

% I TRTtf^Id HTdTcI ^1 ePmiT^t <*A P1RT1? 3?R 'dMdlRldT ^ SFJTIR TF^I eltdT W t I 

(^) A Wff cf,l4 A fAy 3to 5Mtd f^TJ dH TIFY WRm ?llfYd t; TPJ? (?S) A WHd ^ 

f^P? 3TfPdi ^TTT Wft ^t 4 ^ feP? 'HIHIMTMT ^#T wY ^Tef vM^ c-HTm? Wf^lel 

t; 3?R TPJ? (p) ^ WgPdt 3fR T^d. 'yt'Td sfl^ gRT ^TP f^PJ ^TR* ^ ^RR^Tf 
TirRici t i d? yrdid to ^ mt# itrt 27 ^cii4,99 srrqtfuid argdif^d 

toi w arr 1 

3 . pidffid ^ 3 t^tir tow to ydfadT3fr cpt yRmfoid f^m "w 

SIT I TORT TO feiqfMt ^T TTRRT ^ l^dl ddl t :- 
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weft? ftt??? Rm fc'^Rftarrj) 

fl) ft?ft ??? ft f^jferat 3ft? \J?T^ WW ft? ft 3PTR ?R?ft? g3? ft | WeT? ft, ?ft 
1999 ft RejfcT ?? ftf fft MtH ?? eFTWT? ft? 4x1*1 ft ?T?T?T? ft |n? 3RR ft 

???? ?*g?: R?? s? i ??t ??> fft wnq? ftt arftft ft ?Rt? ??? ft ftft ftns-?ns 

?ftt eft I ?? ft?? I fft g?ft ??? ?ft 2000 ft ftt?? o?T?R ft 3JOTcT ftftiTT fftmft 
eTWTT? ?ft ft ftte ft umrft I 

Cli) 100 WfcT^lcl ft ftWTTF ?Je?^ ft ftftl?? ftt fftft?> 30.11.98 ftl £|(?<??<5t gTO 
srggfcr ft ?ft ft i fft:?je?> fftrftt ftt 10 fftftt ft 5 fftr w fft? w ft (50 
ftcTCT? ?ftt) | ^ 

(iii) 3 pr fti?i??ft, iprftftft ft ftfttRr? stc?t? ft w?? ft?r ft ft 3*4 ft ?ft ftt 

3T?fft ft ftt ftt 2U0 ftftlcT ftpll | 

(iv) ?? ^gsn? fftff vtUctt ft fft 35 ? fto ft' 1 (g>) 3 ft 1 ( 53 ) ft sift? cftiwfti ft fen? 
wr a?m: 4 ft fftr ft 30 ft fftr 7.5 ftft yfft ftwft 3 ft 0.75 sprftftt ft? yfft 

ftt3TRft yfrrfftf 3T??T \33flft ?T? ft fcH k* fft?? fft?T \jTT? | 30ft fftr ft feH? 3ft 
3Ef?ft 3?ft PR PM: 15 ftft ?fft vftwft 3ft 1.5 3T?ftftt ft? ftft yftwft 
prfftfft? 3T8T?T vJ'dft ?PT ft feH? fft?cf fft?T ?m? I 

(v) ftt ftt ^ft?ftt ft 3TTftT ftt 3TRrcj3?T ft fft? ft 2 ftt ft 3T?fft3> 3fftft ft Rn? 
3PrR?fef? 'fg?l ftft | 


Weft? ?nft? qtd*?lftt ft? (3n&?Vj*n?) 

CO "?>" ft 3iEft? fftftft 4 ?rft ft ftgft ft wftgvn? ftt 3n<n*?4>cii ft, fttfft 
$??? g.'friift? ft w? ft I frft 3mft ?r? ft sift? ft?T ?ft ft? (??ft^T?) 

ft W? y?lfef? ft ? 4 >?[ ft ?g 3TT?T?/fft?t? ftt 'tJ??T ft TgT ft | '?>" ft 
3lft? "ft? «uft” 3? ft?ft ft?ef ?T? ft fft ill 3fT $ | ft? (HgvRlM) ft ft?T 
«nft ftt Wft? W?lelftl ftt ft? fft?T ft, ftt ???? 5f?t? 313 g<£??: 3lft ft WJ 

ft Wft t | f^fen?, fft?fft? ft?T ?lft ST?1eT? R?l?d ft fft?T fft?R W?T ft?T 
3jfR Wfft'Wfftft ft ^rq ft c?4 ftg? eTT? ?n? wft ft <pjrft ft fen? ftftt ft w? 
?t?t v?n? i 


Cii) ft s^ft? fftwtt w§? % i ftt mf£ft ftt?r?fttgjxfftfen???*^'ft 

3fg?R y?iRei fft?i «ir ?4>di ft i 


RiFtn eiig*\i 


f cuESaalSaK cBGE 


Rlfft? eirfftT t?ftlR)i??W ftt 3tR ft ^ Wf ftfft fftwtt ?ftf ft I 
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4 . qtoto to? to str ftotoi ?tot vtwcwto to rr if 

qtototo to to to to i w® w if xjntototo to to? f^rf^ntr m rrrt toto fton tot t :- 

(l) W^3TT^ qn q>SR fto cfTRW Weft qq ^ 3TTfc if qR mto f^TT vSTTcTT t, 
T4W>r4 q#f t I tofd,1999 to qqR?,1999 eq> q?R to ^ 2655 qftof qq q???R 
fto?TT %, fuRtf to 218 qq qqto Ur)|eR RTfr 8TT | to TO> f%> HH?JH to 3?qfto to 
to?R Rtcft to Hid ecTRto qq qq4 ftom t I 

(ii) toqRnft SRT to 1998 if d^toftocT pFRW 3]^ to ?ftosR #HT ^#3 t 4 f*T?T 
qqq TOT t 100 TrfcmcT to 8TT | nfcrf^T to T?q> Rr?R ^7 % todRto to 3TRR 

q? ct^R ftoT Wf |3I?^ 24OOO todRto to dfto to to 4cff to W if 
f\ 100 qfcRTcT toto t I VRdlfto tof 3 to TOR to ?R5 fa 4>1cTTO oR?to to 
w to tojqr l iRRferr^ qq q>«R fto qr^torfto y??nftoci to to 

tot qtof to totcR 200 yfcRTcT cfq> qto ?t vTPgft, '0^1 H^l % I 

(iii) cFRW tot ^Tf^lf^ch TjqtoRT qq fcRto? q>?to to qR TOTto qq ftoto?R 

ftom HHl If | to TOR Midi to 'toqto to foR fto:?Joq5 OTqfto to tot ?Tgtot ^JT^T 

3I8RH qfSfn qto ^wf^cTR ^ qtot to f^R q^lfa t, <2jq 7 HT to to 3R q?Joft 
toton t 1 qRqq to. ftofero Rtcfr q? TOto sttt T^r r? rwtt? t«rt ^ 

^apcpjfw ^ 3R[TTR 3T^m> TRR RRRT ^TR | 

(iv) toe qtor if, ^ ^we <& siicRq^di dt urtot ^ 3^ % 3ttwt 

# tt^rt t 1 3^, tor ^5t tor ^ to? ^ to tor utt ttwt to 
REq^RT ^r qto ^T toeR cfRRT to I tot. ^ toR -tj? qR^ 
rhrrt if tot ^ toeR ^r tomto tot q?r to ?r tom 3tor q?r 
argto ^ m qfronto sirr q? f^RtRa q?r q^ t 1 

(v) ^Rb, qqR qftoTRcfr strr q? <Rjct) toq $Hfd\ T qrof qq arrqq? ftoRT wtei 
to tot €r qR tor to to to qqqq ton sntoto st?t 
qcnnr nqr tor qrof q?t ot^Rki cTR R^t t 1 >sr qrof aft? tor nrot ^ fto; q^ 
ftotor w^[ tfr totto to Wtof to? to nq t 1 

(vij (n) ^ femtt qt'jf sfR q 1 q>jto, to 3^ ^ sTenqr 3 rt qvfto to q>int ^ q^q 
to to Hid' qdito to qn4 if TRRR to PtRSRdl to ?toc?uf§d q>yif to 
to toiqfcR to ^ f ^fto, q^r ?tor PtqfRct qnR qto to qqnt mricr if toctR 
?to ?mq q?jd Rto to Rrto, ^to^qwtodnrtototo?^ (?n) to atoq 
to ^t tow qn ^frm torar to tor 1 
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6 . *n*r£ ft Tjgy ^fgw ^qis[ e *pf. 2 ooo ^ ft srR^rf^m qft ^ eft i 

ti^tl 'gnar^ ^ <£kM Pt+^ifcifarr Wlft 7 llf *ft :— 

Tfai qfH ^ffh 

(l) Wf m Vfm? ^ 3TT^fT5^ t I 

(ii) m cFL^TIS *fft ft ftte-*ff3 WI wft t I 

(iii) ^Tvif 3? ft ej?N? — '£*3 «Uuf uft «Hctl Id 7 '^'4 ctel qi'jf q> 'S 1 ! ft 

'Tift mm vm^m | 

(iv) 200 yfcRkl cfjf^ *1^1 ^ t" | <&<td 24,000 'jftvJHVcft 3?R e^fft 3Tj^Tq> <41$ 

(v> && mt&fa v* <ep& ^rfft ^ t i cti^r <st m 3Rft, 

'H«ttft T3fftci <jfe4>W £lHi 4ifi>kJ | 

(vi) frH 3Wft eMRW 4 *tf^JT <M qft ftte>TPS WRm rTfgi | ^iflfcP?, <^ 

Hrenfttf t i 

(i) wir if ftte-*rre t i 

(ii) if <i>ftt #? <rft ft $rfft*r cfl^ir wi -&m ^Tcrftt % i 

(m) sft ^ 3 fr% ^ t am ^tptr^t 3ffc T**T4ftft£t if anft <ttcT fcP? 

fftfts# sf y &«pft **f we ftgT t i 3p& we if af»gt ^ i 

(iv) W cR» ffc WFof if *TC c^T «TF3f feWft *3T if ewft ^T 5Fft*T 3>$ft 

we Wfxtt % fa? Weft ft SPflrffcTO SRT wf <fftnT) | 

(v) $*t tftvif $<ST omtft ft Rm^kl UtM4 ^41 <T$*1 l ^ fft 

W fojsftTtf ^ ) 

m^ft-q gf?R3pft 

^ frmf ^ t I 
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filial dl$Rf 


KillKL' 


215 


WT 3>t WSJc*t5 l^Rt eft cIFT^f 3FT <fRft ^if?^ | 


ggj[ ^|c)| gtgl Rn—SCV+I lFd ^'dtRn[?H 

Cl) FH WRT t | WTcfi *ft 3P=T '£ feP? gp5 pft 1%^T ufT ^FT 

t I 

fii) f^rgg> fy F?t f^c^d an^i^cfr pft t i ftrr f^er Tratft trirtr I 
^ ft^-FTF H# t | l?Tf4YM F?t TTcft I 

flii) WM ePRFTF *t Plfet>4[ ^ F^t TF TTF5rf | ftS-RTS cf?t cft| TPTRRT Rift t I 

ClV) ftrftPT cTT^T F^RTT TPjflFRR iR HER f^TT TRct eTWTTF *T FffRt I (*Rg 

vrhfnf^> iRftft'ft srt rr ftnjT ftr t, FRfaejcT hfrjf f?t (rfr $ c?Rh 

Ff4 F1 ?T FR TRFcf) | 

(v) ir 4)»M 5 cft^ iiicimici Fft t i sfr rfm ePK^irtT 4 3 tht WEt t cfr 

uYodlfed ftRT vfTFIT FTf%E[ ! 

7. FTT HFfft <ft EUTF FFFcfTcI ^ fYeR T^Bfcf TFR ^TpfT ft TTF»t 3 3fR TPHT WT ft 

fa?R ftftt ft OTTR <R ftHfolfad f^erfcT ^Rcft t :- 

Cl) FF y^rm ^fT yifeFRR FRT fTlft fftftg? 27 313^,19981 ft ^ 3TTft?T 5 f^r FEJ 
f^TT^TR yRT ^3TT t | 

(Li) ftWTTF 3 fYf^RT SIFWft ftt 3>R3E FRIT RRI fjt 3RFRIR 3FW (^TSjtcT ftft 
ft TPttFHT 3fa *£5T Flft? FT 7 ! ft ftft 3?“R) ft ftgft 5 ftftt^T fftm FFT t I 

srftcrt, Riftftft 5 «r$ ftftr, ftt ftft 3 Rftr ftpq Rft Ft TTfft, ft 

TTTcIHIIcT ^ yRst«W Y ^ <sftfYrT^RR g?T 31Tg?ycl,5c1T HFtt t | 

(iii) ^ RFTt illdlilld FFTelT I 1 ?, qn#3IT# ^fR 3R^HTRF? ^ ?TT 

3IMR ^R f^ eFRFTF 5 '%-FT^ f^lc^iH pff t, ^ A?!fYd^<*RR F?f OTFWPcTT 
tR TRFf^F cTTO t | 5 *TF 5#^ ^ leFJ f^ ^F ^HT t, 3T^# 

ii^tjd f<tFj ^ I 3 fr ^fn ifr ^ ?fr cprftf u itcfr ^t ^ fen? xjy? ^f^cRFTcr 
czrawi Ft^ ^ 3>tse 3 umRi d^l Ft 'dcp^t | yF 7 4ldlt|ld % FF—R HTH f^dl 
McR ^t ajfR TRH gHT^ I I | 
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Civ) gft ft 'ftftftcT oyy^ejT ft yft y? IRd T 33 Tft fT?, ft ffftd fftyr 

-*ft fft ^ftcT ?ft?lT ^dft Wfft Tfe^r ft facfky ftl fftft I f^T STRUTT dd 3 gft?y 

'W'dd’yT ^f^fteR ft I u^HT TW (ii) ft ftfftcT fftyT yyr ft, ftfty?«l 3RR8TFT, TfTre 
drift ftft yy^ftr ft ftyft 4 ftfty fif; fftm yyr ft ! ftcfftqcr yyift ft ftcrc ftrftr 

m W^ciyi ' 3 FFTT ftdky ftdl I fftft ftcf giy diyft ydWd dfR 3 ny?yd>cTT ft 
dnjfrrc ^ryft w?t fft ^rift ft dnyfft y^ft ftr ony^Wcrr yftf ft i f*r trftftay 

3 y? dFRI ftt Wf ft fft 3>f ?Rft WcT yryqy t & 3Tyfft ft ftyy 3TTM^4fa 
^Tiy yfTcf ft | yyjR W+dlfod SRW, fuRT TR sypi yftf ipy ft # 

ft yft ft i 

(v) wftdnft aft? 4 ^refiyy yy yoft*? dtRrfty> ft wi ft fftyr ft; yft 1998 

ft 100 yfrRm ftt cff^ ft ^ dry 100 MfcRld ftt c£frft ffe IRdlfftl ft 1 fry ?Ry 
ftt ftr3cl fy fft "fft:?Joy> RcfflV’ ftt ftt tldiyi uTRT y Ml Rid ft, ftftt dlcyffty} cftg 
diy?ftty ftt yrujftt 1 

dryft •str 4 xftmfft yy4>4tcf[ gm ftfftd fftyr yyr ft, yft 1998 4 3Tfftrfftci own? 

ft ffft 100 yfcRid yftf ftt 1 yfcrf^r f^racr ^ 4 ? 4 qk^ ftt 3 ?K<ft xr 
dnsyffti yryft yf^rftftr fftm yyr ay 1 y? ftyci 24,000 yftdiRftt ft arffty. yift 
yft ftfcft eft ftyy ft ftt 100 nfcTsficT ftft % I foftyyR yxmif^d yft ft ft wm yfi 
?r^ tftj yftftyy ffrw Woff y? ^ yftft y> teiy yft ft ^ft yyr teft t 1 

(vi) 3 irtyyw? 5 nt yy> ayft^r cy^T yftytt 1 %^?ryy 4 yy^iyyiyfft weryy 
Tj^ft dy«ftft yy y^yfty y^ft yy stw? ftrr 1 yyftftft ft f^r 3yftyy yft ytt yiyr 
t l vj-^lft fftfty ^>y ft cf>^i t fft> siivft ft w? ft MRcifftd ^?i yrft yft 8 if Iftid 
efpr ftft yft ar^yfft yff ftftt l yy^ftftftt ft 3y?ypfTy fftm t fft? y? wsft ft fty 
ft yyrfttovfy sRt yyft ^fty 1 yfit^d^y^ ft fftyR ft yiftly y? ynwRTy 

fftqrr t fft fft oftNyT? yjcy? ftr (ftftrfftcr) OT^jft ft fftfty wt ft yf^ilftid 
fftyT yyr^yr 1 y? yy> yRyr armywr t i 

(vii) ayt^TW ftR wftwf ftft ftt y^ifftcf fftVft ft 1 ft yft-ft ^ anyfft ft 1 

\jyftt wy ft vjyft wn^n yfd trst ft; ftft yryefi ftt fftyyft ft ftf ^nfftef ywyT 
4?cr ftyr 1 fy y? 3ii^ifti yyfm ^ ft fy yr^tyRy ft yry gry 

ft yt t fft fftftyy? yy ftyyr ‘ftcTTRRy yiuf ft fftry ywif^d ftt yft ft; f^yft 
**r yyftftft ft drift yrft yift ftt yyifftr yftt yftft 1 yyfttent ftk dntr^yywj ft 
fyr fftdR ft 3Tfty yyi yyftyRy ftt yft^ry fftyj ft fft ffttyft “y' ft ftyj yy> 
y>8R ftt<5T diiyyi 1 y? ft Tftfty dyyyyyjcn ft t 
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(Vlii) "fft:3Jo3> f^R?T 3 STWlfacf 33ft 33 ft\ 333% ft I *lftj, ?ft 33^33333 3?R 
qwftain^ ?t?t 33 ft *nf 3F3 sTmfrraf ft 3 >ttot 3fftr 3ftf to?t tot totott ge[ft 
m -m cT3> fft fftftTO 27 313^37,1998 33 3TT^T 3T%T 3Rft TO ftt 3T%TOf3 
£T7T WTO? IftTO W en I 3TT 3TTft?T ft eFTTOTT? ft ftte-3F§ 3R 3>ftt ft TRI^frff 
TJ^ftTOI TOT Wt3 TOT ft 3HT SIT I "fftTJftF Wr#' 3ft 3 fftft TOP 3ft 3>ftt ftafoT 
fftreft TO-l(3>) ft fftf^3 Weft ft %q ftt ft; TO-I^) ft 71? 5 %3; TO-1 (3) ft 
3? 10 %3 ft; 3fr? fftVfT 7T ft 3Tftt3 3TTft 3Tft 3T3cft ft 7J? 30 %T ft I RT# 
ftSel, fftmft ?7T 3TOT 33 ftt ftt7 WTO 8?, ?7T 3RT ft TTTJTO SIT fft 7T3fftcT 

"fft:?JoTO fftTOfT fteft ft fcTTJ 7HTO 3T2I3T ft^T ftg sftaTOfftfKTTft 3Rft ft 
fftq f | xpsrjfft ft ftroft 33 yrWTtfta 3ft 3ft TfW fttft fq ftt '^TT 33 fft 
ft 3I3WlfftTO 337TO 33 ft 3TMflcT ft, HTOlfftl ‘IftTgcTO %33T 7ftt3TOf ft I 

(ix) anftqTOjTiq ft ftnrqtT ft fftHT fftro? fftq to t% fftftftn #?t <frft 33TTOT ft 3 ft ft 
3ft? 3ft ftftrqft ft tot ft srjfftcr (ftgqr) hr toft toft ft TOnft ft fftq 3r?rftf 
ft totr nrft Rift 33 Wire: 3337 rerro ft aft? hft 3 ft ft fft 'TO" ft arftin fftreft 
ftt ft?T 3Tft ^RT ftft fftftt 37TT3 ft 33lft ft fftq ft'WlRd fftro TO3T TOfftq I 
fftreft TO ft fft? TO? TTTOf ft ftftt ftft TOFrecTT fftsnft Hftf ftfr ft I 


8 . 3 % J ITTOT: ajffc 33^33 TOT 3 ftf ftt ftgft ftj ft 373 T? 3 Jeftt ftt 3 T 3 , 3 jftt 3 ft ftftrfftcT 

3 TOft ft qTOMftt ft 3 TOTT 3 33 aTgftlTOT fftTO TOTO % I 


9 . ?3 TOfftrow tott arjfttfftr ftftrfft?r toitoth arjqftt ?3T 3nft?T ft tt m 3FJ33 ft 

TOT ft ftcTOT ft I 


10 . TOTftftW ftt 3 T 3 ft 3 ft ft 3 T 3 ft ftftrfftcT eFTTOTT? ^Jcftt 3 ?T ^T^ft TOffteT TO?ft TO 

fftftro fftro tortt ft t 

11 . TfftriftcT cPR 3 T? ?JcTO ?TT 3 TTft?T ft 3 TTO ft RTTOT 3 ft 33 TRFT 3 ft cTlftTI ft 30 fft*T 
TOT 13 T ftft ft 33 TOCT fttft 1 


33. 3313, 3TWTST 
[ft° f3? ITO/3/4/3T3T3TO/143/2000 ] 
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3T^T 

jrwng cffr 

fa) cteT aw ^ «rptf rft tirsm yfe ^ ?n w: Turner «rpjf iHr 3t h# cnf^r 

$ TpftPT 'FffSTT 2 3 <^ft? HT? ftjtfT ePHPft WcT ?R 3?^T t, cT? oFT?W ^Jc*P ctfoPT 
3^f ^ 3PJ3TTC ePTP? viTPpt | 


1 


— 

far 

(1) 

(2) 


( 3 ) 




grsfar far 

cr^/3Frf^?tm 

fclfal ufT^ 



3prftr 

facT 

Hlc^ facT 

fa) 

xi, 4t. tfr. i, 

3 ffaT cPP 

ftT:?]c<P 

f^T-^c^ 


vft. ^fai. ^ 2 . 





Hill ftpfafcH) ‘fc'MI 

HlCli^'l ill , 3'H<t> 

Wldifa Hi H'dft HMI ft 



304 ffaT cR) 

HPT fa fcHX> 10 faft 

ftp? 1 3PTfaftf fag yfct 




TTfcT faftTRfa 

tN ft 

ftT3TNcT 



3o^r ffaT fa 

farrffar iTT Utffa 

flftffa HT ^Jtfft HPT ft 



3TPf 

■HPT ft ftp? 20 fart 

ftPJ 2 3WM fag 




facT ftftTTCfa 

yfcT fateTKfa 

fa) 

T 1 3TT#, fa fa fa 

5 ffa d<t5 


ffa^od> 


^ c^ TJHTT, cflf, fag 






ffa fa 

yftfcH FIT vj'Flft 

TlftrffaT iTT 33Pflft HPT ft 



3TPf 

HPT ft ftp? io fafr 

ftp? i sprfaftt fag- 




ftcf ftftTRfa 

PlftT uffSTRcft 




















10 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(n) 

RcT,RR,(^ 4tT RTR> *f 
RR1,RR2,RR3) 

Xpn(4ivj), RR2(Mld), 

RxTT TJR3,3jt,4t,R*J, 
3TtT,Ret/RR> 2 

5 fed flR> 

^ f^T % 

f'TRJcR) 

fa:RJeR> 


Ml'h'tdHl Tf R^ 

HiaR'l Ml d'H<f> 

yfclPtd ill vJ'd'P *11*1 <T> 


R>tdt RdT % # 

%R RRT Tf R$ 

RRTKT ^TR Tf R^ 

»fl4>l Rid Tf R^ 

304 f^R ctRT 

RTR R> fcTR 5 ^ 

Rfct #sttt# 

fetR 0.5 3TR?#t #d 

Rfrt #3TtT£t 


HSJfRW 3?tT 

30^f f^R Tt 

Rfctf^R RT RT# 

Rfctf^R RT RT# RTR RT 


4t RR 4t tRcf Tt # 

3# 

RTR R> toF? 10 $4 

Rfci Rffeire^r 

fenj i sm?#t tfd 
yfct #3 ht<Ti 


( 0 ) Rft ^ cter «r# strrt ^ r# Rf ciifcHM>i r> tfsmt i *t r#<t f^rfr 

RRTRT? TReT RT R??Tcir t, cR cTRWS ?JcR> RRotR 2 3TJHR oTRTR RTTR4 | 


TYRTRT? TRcT 


(1) 

(2) 


r?r4 

R€tR/3fR1^fTR 

(4^!fl RTT4 Midi 


3ra1^r 

RtR 

RtcT 

RTWTRI Tt # 

5 f<vT dR) 

f^t ; '?pR3 


R#T RdT ^ # 




#R «FST Tf # 

^ Rr ^t 

Rfctf^R RT 

Rfctf^R RT RTF# RTR c£ 

RvRRT %f^TR Tt R^ 

6o 4 f^R dR> 

RTR feHf 2 ^t 

fcTR 0.25 3TRftR?t Tfc 

^flRR Rid ^ R^ 


Rfct v>f|3||ycn 

Rfct MflailYcft 

R5FITR 




tjt RR 4f 4 rr ^t R^ 

604 f^R ^ ' 

Rfctf^R RT RTT^ 

Rfctf^R RT RT# RTR ^ 


3IFt 

RTR ^ fcTR 4 ^ft 

feTR 0.5 3TRt#f 



Rfct RftolKcT! 

Rfct #3 ht€1 


(R) ’ft SURRY Midi Uc^tfj Mid, d#l, ejIvjf 3?tT ft> IRC, dl# ^4 RcM #1 T5t~'5R?T #R=tf SER 

Reid) R>t Mddl R?t ^dl^ <£ fctkj d^RNKI Mid RcTH% c& R>l4 ff EDIT ^3TT ft, CMR> M>i4 R 
M>t 4 R>t STRICT ^ cfl'iH eFRRTF TRcf ^ 3TIRk RT cTRT >Sld’ : ) ^ 4£<A Rd Tf CM^Mcl (R>) 

Rt srgrnT ofttmt? rj?ri rtjir #rt rttrrt aft? ^ ftrejeR? f^RTT sfjrcr r£t #4 i rf 

f^tRRj RTJoRT RTTR *f 3# RTTrt RT# RT dFJ, R^f #RT I 
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ft) RR ePRW 4 RR 4R 5? ggR R 5fclR R WTT ^ gzfrjpf #g 

(1) Rf % 3T%TR Rcfa^ Rf 4 t, 3TSTfcT RR Rf R 3TlR ?TcT 4 3?Rf R^[ cjft cjffEft 
Vld c1<J> R 31 <41st; 

(2) 31^4) 4 3(eHRsfd R:^ RR R 3?gR, Rrt Rf RcT FFR '■glcRT ^?T 3RcfT t ^?R 
3PTR Rd R 3*lR RTcT R FlR vyTTTpft; 

(3) RrT Rd 4)cl eFTFTTj? Olcfl t^Mcll % 3ffr R "tTcTT vjTTcTT 1 ?, Rf cPTFTT? ?Jc3> 
ci j iR R fcR 3j 4 R R y*i'i'Jt'-ir4 Rtt uii^ii; 

( 4 ) RR qkl R cFTFTf? 4 ^ R c(R *TT ^5 R^f if sRr 3>R 3?h? clc^lci ^R 

cFRW 3?sraT 3RT eFRW 4 ^TFT 3TT4 RR Rtcf ^ RR R W 

R ?nRd Fff fRTT mTRFT, 'CRg 4 R STlRcH F fR? rR R Hte^R srfRRq- R 3 |RR R 

oFTFTTF ^c<t> 3>T hR<4)cM 3>R R fcR cFTTcTR 3 fcfR R if TfFfT dRqi; 

( 5 ) fvRT Rd RcT c-FTFW B^cfT % 3 ffa «r 4 RcTT t 3 T 8 RT ^5 RR if qR?T cfRcTT t 3 fr? Rm 

Rf 53 : ofrw 4 3 fiFT t, RR ^ Rf Rrt unw; 

(6) cfwn? 3JdT> FFTT4 R fcHJ «TTuf R wff '3 cTr 4 SRjgj #ER, qpft 3^ T*RJ 3 ?t R 3 TFjfcf 

R y^lviHlsf g«R WT R RRlR R RcR JTxfTcFf ^TcTT smz FHT vSTTcTT %. trRj cJ>lR 
R ^cTF# R FR VlRuiR R fePJ 1 TcR ^ ^ qtcT (F^F Rr) gTFT vJctR 

TR 3W9I c^R 3T^T %# 5W ^ ?TTf4c4 -Rf R4; 

( 7 ) fuRT 41 cl, 4lc, «1 IvjI 3?k cbiqd (cRt «)|vjf 'MRd) 4 MrM qfqfdRvil, ^T -M^iqcli sRvd 

3fr? 3Fq 9Jc^ 3TR?r, 1998 clffeicb! XVIII 4> 3fgFN qRt q§t ^cTlf ^ fcR 
^T spicTH R^T t, ^fs? cFTFTT? cRJcl Rq] vj|H* j IT; 

(s) ^TRcfR 414*11 4 lcT cWT cIC^SRj 4 R ^ WT 4 cRt^cT 4 fcf ^ cFTFTT? ^]c> 3 > cRJ?f 

R>qi vimpn; 3fR 

( 9 ) WTKcT 4^1 4 RR R RcT/yTIRT 4 cRFTT? ?Jc^ ^gef Fff Rr uRFTT I 


(n) Ref <jR*yu| gfr CRF RcT ^ 5FTFR ^ 3TgFR RFTT oTTW | 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 29th May, 2000 

No. TAMP/2/97-MBPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 50 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal of the Mumbai 
Port 1 rust to revise the schedule of Anchorage Fees, as in the Order appended hereto. 

SCHEDULE 

Case No.TAMP/2/97-MBPT 

The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) — Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 12th day of May 2000) 

This Authority considered a proposal of the Mumbai Port Trust 
(MBPT) for revision of composite towage and pilotage charges and an Order 
was passed on 27 October 98. While approving a 10% increase in vessel 
related charges, we did not accept to the proposal of the MBPT to increase the 
levy of Anchorage charge. The decisions of the Authority contained in the said 
Order are summarised below: 

(i) . The proposal for a 10% increase is approved. 

(ii) . The proposal for rounding off fractions is not approved. 

(in'). The proposed increase in the levy of Anchorage charge is found 
to be too high. 

Likewise, the proposed reduction in the ‘free days’ at the 
Anchorage is found to be too drastic. Since the reduction 
proposed is ad hoc and not based on any rationale, a reduction 
from 10 to 5 [and, not 3} win appear to be adequate, especially in 
the backdrop of the increase proposed in the charge. 

While the objective of reducing congestion at the Anchorage is 
laudable, it will be preferable to distinguish between better- 
located Anchorages and other Anchorages and levy differential 
charges accordingly. For example, the port can consider 
prescribing a higher rate and a shorter ‘free period’ for 
Anchorages which are closer to the docks and on either side of 
the main harbour channel; and, a lower rate with a longer ‘free 
period’ for other Anchorages. 

The MBPT is required to reformulate their proposal accordingly. 

In the meanwhile, to ensure that the port does not lose legitimate 
revenue earnings, a revised Anchorage charge at half the rate 
proposed is approved as an interim arrangement In other words, 
it will now be 10 paise or one U.S. cent per GRT per day from the 
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6th day to the 30th day and at double the rate per GRT per day 
thereafter. 

2. Accordingly, the MBPT has sent a revised proposal for ravew of 
Anch >raga fees. In the revised proposal, the Anchorages have bean gtouped 
with reference to their depth and utility. Group (a) covers deep Anchorages 
used extensively for cargo work; Group (b) were the slightly shallow 
Anchorages generally used for repairs and for cargo work by smaller vessels; 
and, Group (c) were the shallow Anchorages used by smaller vessels and self 
propelled barges. The proposal was approved by the Board of Trustees for the 
Port of Mumbai in its meeting held on 27 July 99. 

3. In accordance with the procedure prescribed, the proposal was 
circulated to various port users. Comments received from them are 
summarised below: - 

The Shipping Corporation of India ( SCli 

(i) . There has been a sea change in tee conditions at Mumbai Port 

and its Anchorage area. In fact, the situation in 1999 was that the 
Anchorage area of the port was virtually empty due to reduced 
level of traffic at the port. Even dm mg the monsoon period ffiere 
is no congestion in the port. It is uniskely that Mumbai port will 
see a surge in business during the year 2000 because of which 
the Anchorage berths will be congested. 

(ii) . The revision of Anchorage fees by 100% has been allowed by the 

TAMP on 30.11.98. The free days have been reduced from 10 
days to 5 days (50% reduction) 

(iii) . If the TAMP agrees to the revised proposal of MBPT, it will mean 

a 200% increase of rates in a span to two years. 

(iv) . It is suggested that for Anchorages under Sr. No. A 1 (a) and 1 (b), 

the charges be fixed for 4th day upto 30th day at 7.5 paise per 
GRT and 0.75 US Cents per GRT per day or part thereof 
respectively. For the 30th day and beyond, the charges may be 
fixed at 15 paise per GRT and 1.5 US Cents per GRT per day or 
part thereof respectively. 

(v) . Rates must remain unchanged for a period of not less than 2 

years from the day of notification of the TAMP order. 

The Indian National Shipowners’ Association ( INSA) 

(i). Note under ‘A’ where reference to Lash Barge needs 
clarifications as it may get misused. Lash Barge could be 
operating under its name in conjunction with Lash mother ship 
when it is conveying import / export. Reference to “Lash Barge” 
under ‘A’ concerns to such barges in name only but are now 
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being utilised as Dumb Barges. Mother ships have sold the Lash 
Barge^to local operators who now use them mainly as Dumb 
Barges. Regular Lash Barges operation as such may have to be 
considered without concession and be treated on par with ships 
to avoid it gaining undue double advantage as competitors. 

(ii). Note under ‘C’ is harsh. They too can be charged as per item ‘B’ 
to meet the ends of parties. 

The Container Shipping Lines Association (CSLA) 

The Container Shipping Lines Association has no comments to 
offer on this proposal. 

4. Comments received from the SCI and the INSA were sent to the 

MBPT by way of feedback information. Further comments of the MBPT in this 
regard are summarised below: 

(i) . The SCI’s contention that Anchorage points are under utilised at 

Mumbai, etc., is not acceptable. From April 1999 to November 
1999, the Port has handled a total number of 2,655 vessels, out 
of which 218 have had cargo operations in stream. Even during 
monsoon period, vessels have done lighterage operations. 

(ii) . The revision in Anchorage fees approved by TAMP in 1998 was 

not 100% as contended by SCI. From a fixed rate per day it was 
made on the basis of GRT. The increase becomes 100% only in 
respect of larger vessels above 24,000 GRT. In the proposed 
rates these charges work out to even less than the existing rates 
in respect of certain Anchorages. SCI’s contention that the 
proposed rates approved will lead to increase by 200% within two 
years is not correct. 

(iii) . The charges have been prescribed after analysing the 

commercial utility of the Anchorage points. These charges are 
recoverable after lapse of the free period allowed for the vessel’s 
stay, which is sufficient to complete the formalities for voyage or 
berthing. In fact, idling vessels are to be charged higher 
according to the commercial utility of Anchorage points occupied 
by them. 

(iv) . In the near future, bigger ships needing deeper draft may visit the 

Mumbai harbour. Since the vessels cannot be berthed inside the 
docks, they will have to discharge the cargo in midstream. With a 
view to obviate diversion of such vessels and to encourage 
discharge of cargo in midstream, the rates have been prescribed 
on GRT basis after allowing a certain free period. 

Since charges are recoverable on GRT basis, smaller the size of 
a barge lesser will be the amount recoverable from it; and, thus, 
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there is no undue advantage to the lash barges as stated by the 
INSA. All due consideration while prescribing rates for dumb 
barges and lash barges has been given by the MBPT. 

(vi). The note under (C) has been incorporated with a view to 
discourage idling of barges and boats which are engaged in 
lighterage operations for conveyance of cargo to ports other than 
Mumbai. Since charges prescribed herein are not recovered 
while the barges are engaged in cargo operation, INSA’s 
suggestion to bring this levy of charge under clause (B) will not be 
in order. 

6. A joint hearing in this case was held in Mumbai on 6 March 2000. 

During the joint hearing, the following submissions were made: 

Mumbai Port Trust 

(i) . The proposal of the Port is in terms of TAMP’s Order. 

(ii) . We want to decongest the Anchorage. 

(Hi). There is no confusion about LASH barge - what becomes a 
dumb barge will not be treated as a LASH Barge. 

(iv) . There is no 200% increase. Only 24,000 GRT and above will pay 

more; not others. 

(v) . We have spent a lot of money on dredging. The lines must now 

have a judicious berthing approach. 

(vi) . We do not want our Anchorage to be cluttered with sub standard 

vessels. Therefore, higher rates are proposed. 

Shipping Corporation of India 

(i) . Anchorage is not congested at all. 

(ii) . Reduction in Free days and increase in rates put double burden 

on the lines. 

(iii) . We have no objection if there is a differential for transhipment 

barges and barges coming into MBPT. Note C is not clear. Let it 
be unambiguously stated. 

(iv) . LASH barge even after becoming a dumb barge will exploit the 

provisions in Note ‘A’ (MBPT clarifies that it will go strictly by the 
Certification) 

(v) . LASH Barges shall not get any concession even for fleeting. We 

like TAMP to develop a uniform practice. 
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Indian National Shi po wners Association 

We totally enoorse the views of the SCI. 


The Container Shipping Lines Association 

The Port must reduce the costs instead of increasing the Tariff. 
Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Shio-intermodal Agents 1 Association 


(i). We agree with the CSLA. Nothing is being done to reduce the 

costs. 


(ii) . There is no need for a differential rate at all. It will cause billing 

problems. There is no congestion. MBPT should have one rate. 

(iii) . Ships cannot afford to idle at Anchorage. There is no scope for 

congestion. 

(iv) . The line will always go to cheaper Anchorage irrespective of 

grouping. (But as clarified by the MBPT, the cheaper sites cannot 
operate during the monsoon period). 


(v), MBPT has no traffic. If ships want to come to Anchorage, they 
must be encouraged. 

7. With reference to the totality of information collected during the 

processing of this case, and on the basis of a collective application of mind, the 
following position is seen to emerge: 


(i) . The proposal has been received as per the direction given by this 

Authority in its earlier Order dated 27 October 98. 

(ii) . The various locations at the Anchorage have been graded with 

reference to the draft factor as also the location factor (i.e., 
proximity to the docks and on either side of the main harbour 
channel). The MBPT has, incidentally, recognised the need for 
such rationalisation in the context of the emerging traffic of big 
vessels which may not be able to go into the docks. 

(iii) . Referring to the declining traffic at the MBPT, the SCI and the 

INS A have questioned the need for such rationalisation on the 
ground that there is no congestion at the Anchorage at all. The 
MBPT has cited data to show that this is not so. Be that as it 
may, there can be no objection to having a rationalised 
arrangement for keeping vessels at the Anchorage. This will 
smoothen operations irrespective of ups and downs in traffic. 
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(iv) . Questioning the logic of the arrangement relating to differential 

rates, the MANSA has pointed out that vessels will always opt for 
tiie cheapest site. The purport of this contention is not clearly 
discernible. As has been pointed out at (ii) above, the 
differentiation has been introduced with reference to factors like 
proximate location, draft, etc. Within the system envisaged, 
vessels will obviously have their options. There need be no 
objection to a vessel choosing the cheapest site relevant to its 
purpose and requirement. In this context, it is also relevant to 
recognise that many of the cheaper sites are stated to inoperable 
during the monsoon period. There is thus a logic in the 
arrangement proposed which has apparently escaped the 
attention of the MANSA. 

(v) . The SCI and the INSA have described the "revision as being 

excessive; a 100% increase in 1988; and, another 100% increase 
proposed now. In the light of the fact that ‘free days’ are also 
proposed to be reduced, such a steep increase will become 
unbearable. 

« 

As has been pointed by the MBPT in its reply, the increase in 
Anchorage fee approved in 1998 was not 100%. From a fixed 
rate per day, it was changed to be based on the GRT of the 
vessel. The increase becomes 100% only in respect of larger 
vessels above 24,000 GRT. Significantly, in the proposed rates, 
these charges work out to even less than the existing rates for 
some vessels at certain Anchorage-sites. 

(vi) . An apprehension has been voiced by the INSA that conversion of 

Lash Barges into Dumb Barges will give them scope to exploit the 
provisions. The MBPT has discounted this apprehension. They 
have categorically stated that Lash Barges converted as Dumb 
Barges will not be allowed to take any undue advantage. The 
MBPT has given an assurance that it will go strictly by the 
Certification of the vessel. The INSA has accepted this 
assurance subject to the understanding that it will be so 
incorporated specifically in the (revised) Schedule of Anchorage 
Fees. This is a reasonable requirement. 

(vii) . Both INSA and SCI have also some reservation about the Note 

‘C’ proposed. In their opinion, its provisions are too harsh; it will 
be better to cover such cases also in Note ‘B’. This 
apprehension, again, has been adequately allayed by the MBPT 
with the clarification that the differential rate has been proposed 
only for ‘Transhipment Barges’; Note ‘C’ will not affect barges 
coming into the MBPT. The SCI and the INSA have accepted this 
clarification subject to the understanding that there will be such an 
unambiguous statement added to Note ‘C’. This is also a 
reasonable requirement. 
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(viii). There is also an objection to the proposed reduction in ‘free 
days’. But, it cannot be said to be reasonable as the other 
objections by the INSA and the SCI. This issue was considered 
by the Authority even while passing the earlier Order on 27 
October 98. That Order specifically recognised the laudable 
objective of reducing congestion at the Anchorage. The reduction 
of ‘free days’ to 3 is only for the sites specified in Note A-1(a); in 
A-1(b) it is 5 days; in A-1(c) it is 10 days; and in cases coming 
under Note l B’, it is 30 days. The Board of Trustees which had 
also gone into this question, was satisfied that the ‘free days’ in 
reference are enough for vessels to complete formalities for 
voyage or for berthing. Seen in this backdrop, notwithstanding 
the increase of rates proposed, based as they are on a locational 
factor also, the ‘free days’ proposed are acceptable. 

(ix). The INSA has raised a specific point about regular Lash Barge 
operation being considered without concession and being treated 
on par with ships to avoid it gaining undue (double) advantage as 
competitors, and demanded that the Note under ‘A’ must be 
elaborated to prevent an/'such exploitation by Lash Barges. In 
the given wording of the Note ‘A’, no such ambiguity is apparent. 

8. In the result, and for the reasons given above, the proposal of the 
MBPT to revise the schedule of Anchorage Fees is approved. 

9. The revised Anchorage Schedule approved by this Authority is 
attached as an Annex to this Order. 


10. The MBPT is directed to incorporate the revised Schedule of 
Anchorage Fees in its Scale of Rates. 

11. The revised Anchorage Fees shall come into effect after the 
expiry of 30 days from the date of publication of this Order in the Gazette of 
India. 

S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[No. Advt/III/1 V/Exty/143/2000] 

ANNEXURE 

SCHEDULE OF ANCHORAGE FEES 


(A) If any vessel or self propelled barge except Lash Barge or 
Dumb Barge remains at any anchorage points shown in 
column No.2 of the table below anchorage fees shall be levied 
as per column 3 ibid. 
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Anchorage point 


Rates 

- 



Period of 

Coastal/lnlan 

Foreign 



stay 

d vessel 

going vessel 

(a) 

A,B,C,D,E,F,G,TA1 ,TA2, 

Upto 3 days 

Free 

Free 

j 

New explosive Karanja 




j 


From 4 th 

10 Paise per 

1 US Cent 

1 


day upto 

GRT per day 

per GRT pet 



3CT day 

or part 

day or part 




thereof 

thereof 



Beyond 30 lh 

20 Paise per 

2 US Cent 



day 

GRT per day 

per GRT per 




or part 

day or part 




thereof 

thereof 

(b) 

H,I,J,K,V,W,X,Y,Z. 

Upto5 days 

Free 

Free 



From 6 th 

10 Paise per 

1 US Cent 



day 

GRT per day 

per GRT per 



onwards 

or part 

day or part 




thereof 

thereof 

(c) 

L,M, (N1.N2.N3 at New Pir 

Upto 5 days 

Free 

Free 


Pau) NI(BUOY), N2 
(BUOY),North N3, O, P, Q, 
R, L/F2. 


OFF DARUKHANA 

From 6 ,h 

5 Paise per 

0.5 US Cent 


day upto 
30™ day 

GRT per day 

per GRT per 

OFF COAL BUNDER 

or part 

day or part 



thereof 

thereof 

OFF HAY BUNDER 




OFF KASARA BASIN 

Beyond 30 

^ 10 Paise per 

1 US Cent 

OFF FERRY WHARF 

day 

GRT per day 

per GRT - per 

OFF MAZAGAO 


or part 

day or part 

AND 


thereof 

thereof 

P & V CHANNEL 




(B) If any Lash Barge or Dumb Barge remains at any of the 

anchorage points 

mentioned in column No.1 of table below, 

anchorage fees shall be levied as per column No.2 ibid. 


Anchorage point 


Rates 


(1) 


(2) 



Period of stay 

Coastal/Inland 

Foreign going 



vessel 

vessel 

OFF DARUKHANA 

OFF COAL BUNDER 

Upto 5 days 

free 

Free 

OFF HAY BUNDER 

OFF KASARA BASIN 

From 6 th day 
upto 60 th day 

2 Paise per 

0.25 US Cent 

OFF FERRY WHARF 

GRT per day 

per GRT per 

OFF MAZAGAO 


or part thereof 

day or part 

AND 



thereof 

P & V CHANNEL 

Beyond 60 th day 

4 Paise per 

0.5 US Cent 



GRT per day 

per GRT per 



or part thereof 

day or part 




thereof 
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(C) Every Vessel, Boat, Barge and craft irrespective of the size or 
the GRT, engaged in Lighterage operations in midstream for 
conveyance of cargo to the Ports other than Mumbai Port 
shall during the period of their not working cargo be charged 
anchorage fees as per (A) above depending on the piace of 
anchorage from first day of anchorage and no free days shall 
be allowed. This differential tariff will not apply to barges 
coming into the Mumbai Port. 


NOTES (I) For the purpose of calculating the period of stay of a 

vessel at an anchorage : 

(1) ‘day 1 means a calendar day, i.e. the period from the mid 
night of a day to the midnight of the following day ; 

(2) the period of free days mentioned in the schedule will be 
reckoned from the midnight of the day following the day 
on which the vessel completes its anchorage ; 

(3) the day on which the vessel vacates and sails out of the 

Port will be counted for the purpose of the period for the 

levy of the anchorage fees ; 

(4) in the event of a vessel which had stayed at an 

anchorage taking berth or entering a dry dock and 

returning thereafter either to the same anchorage or to 
another anchorage, the number of days the vessel was 

away from the anchorage will be excluded, but the 
period of occupation except for such exclusion will be 
treated as a continuous period for computing the 
Anchorage Fees ; 

(5) the day on which a vessel leaves an anchorage and 

takes berth or enters a dry dock and the day it takes 
anchorage again will be counted as one day ; 

(6) for levy of anchorage fees, a barge is a craft operating 
within the limits of Mumbai Port for the purpose of 
lighterage of cargo or supply of fuel, water and 
provisions but shall not include lash or any other type of 
barges/boats discharged or loaded by mother ships 
outside the limit of Mumbai Port for all purposes of 
conveyance of cargoes ; 

(7) no anchorage fees will be recoverable from the vessel, 
boat, barge and craft (including lash barge) which has 
paid the licence fees for water conveyance as per table 
XIII of Port of Mumbai Pilotage, Tug Assistance, 
Towage, Mooring and other services fees order 1998 ; 

(8) no anchorage fees will be charged to the vessel 
classified as Indian Naval Vessels and Coast Guard 
Vessels ; and, 

(9) no anchorage fees will be charged to the vessels/ships 
at MFL area. 

(10 Vessel classification will be strictly in accordance with the 

Certification of the Vessels. 
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